Science and the Social Studies

reconstruction in the sense of getting back to 1938 is to
talk nonsense.   The teachers of to-day must realize this.

In spite of the fact, however, that they have been driven
by the wrong ideal, the people of Great Britain are people
irfth an extraordinary sense of justice and kindliness. They
still retain a grasp of their old religious and ethical ideals.
It is because we realize that these ideals cannot exist together
with the type of world domination sought by Germany and
her satellites that the war is being fought.

A first step in the new world jnust be the abolition of
poverty by feeding, clothing and housing the people at
large.'

In the future, biological science will be applied much
faster than it has been applied in the past; and this will
be done chiefly through education. We must concentrate
first on building men and women. That is more important
rt^r* building new cities. And all this can be done only by
purposeful teaching of the biological sciences, and if we do
this properly we shall find that we are not far off the
Christian ideal.

It is difficult to quarrel with this thesis put forward by
Sir John Orr. In fact, we as sociologists might well pause
here for a while and consider biological science in the light
that he would have it, namely, as a social science of the first
importance.

At a conference of teachers held in Manchester during
1941 and again before the annual meeting of the Science
Masters* Association at Rugby in 1942, one of us (L. J. F. B.)
presented biology as a social discipline and found consider-
able enthusiasm. The present biological syllabuses are un-
satisfactory from several points of view, and this applies
especially to man. In most syllabuses he scarcely finds
a place. Let it be said at once, however, that we do not
suggest that man becomes the * type * animal in biology,

1 See Fighting for What ? by Sir Jolm Orr. Maccaillan & Co. Ltd.,
2s.6d.net.

6l